Such being the case my honesty and honour require me to provide
for the flaw. If to ask for the withdrawal of the Allied forces means
their certain defeat, my demand must be ruled out as dishonest. Force
of circumstances has given rise to the demand and also to its limita-
tions. It must be admitted therefore that there will be little scope for
non-violent resistance of aggression, with the Allied troops operating
in India as there is practically none now. For the troops are there
today enjoying full mastery over us. Under my demand they will
operate under the nation's terms.
Q. 2. If the maintenance of India's freedom is allowed to be
made dependent upon arms which, in the existing circumstances, will
be led and controlled by Britain and America, can there be a feeling
of real freedom experienced by the people of India, at any rate, during
the duration of the war?
A. If Britain's declaration is honest I see no reason why the
presence of the troops should, in any shape or form, affect the feeling
of real freedom. Did the French feel differently when during the last
war the English troops were operating in France? When my master
of yesterday becomes my equal and lives in my house on my own
terms, surely his presence cannot detract from my freedom. Nay,
I may profit by his presence which I have permitted.                        '
Q. 3. Whatever be the terms of the 'treaty', if the Anglo-
American military machine is allowed to operate for the 'defence' of
India, can Indians play anything but a minor and subordinate role
in the defence of this country?
A. The conception in my scheme is that we do not want these
troops for our defence or protection. If they left these shores we
expect to manage somehow. We may put up non-violent defence. If
luck favours us, the Japanese may see no reason to hold the country
after the Allies have withdrawn, if they discover that they are not.
wanted. It is all speculation as to what can happen after withdrawal'
voluntary and orderly or forced.
Q. 4. Supposing the British, not from any moral motive but
only to gain a political and strategical advantage for the time being,
agree to a 'treaty' under which they are allowed to maintain and
increase their military forces in India, how can they be dislodged
afterwards if they prefer to remain in possession?
A. We assume their or rather British honesty. It would be not
a matter of dislodging them, it is one of their fulfilling their plighte<|
word. If they commit breach of faith, we must have strength enough
non-violent or violent to enforce fulfilment.
Q. 5. Is not the position postulated in the preceding question
comparable to the position that would arise if, for instance, Subhas
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